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SATURDAY, DECEMBER 22, 1923 


EPRESENTATIVE D. R. ANTHONY OF KANSAS AND MEMBERS OF THE, NATIONAL WOMAN’S PARTY 
PAUSE FOR A PHOTOGRAPH ON THE STEPS OF THE CAPITOL JUST BEFORE THE INTRODUCTION 
OF THE LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT. : 


ECEMBER, 1923, WHICH HAS SEEN THE INTRODUCTION OF THIS AMENDMENT IN BOTH HOUSES OF 
CONGRESS, WILL RANK IN THE HISTORY OF THE WOMAN MOVEMENT IN IMPORTANCE WITH JULY, 
1848, THE DATE OF THE FIRST EQUAL RIGHTS CONVENTION. 


VERY WOMAN WITH AN INSTINCT FOR LIBERTY WILL DEMAND THE IMMEDIATE PASSAGE OF THE 
TWENTIETH AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES ‘CONSTITUTION, WHICH INSURES TO MEN AND 
WOMEN EQUAL RIGHTS THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES AND EVERY PLACE SUBJECT TO ITS 
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Problems of Japanese Women Laborers 


HE following account of the difficulties 
facing Japanese women laborers appeared 


in the Baltimore Evening Sun December 5: 


“In an address before the International Con- 
gress of Working Women in Vienna, Miss Taka 
Kato, delegate from Japan, outlined the prin- 
cipal difficulties confronting working women 
in that country. The three problems which 
she points out as peculiar there and existing 
in addition to the usual industrial problems 
are: 

(1) The employment of women at hard 
manual labor, as mining and building. 

(2) The employment of women and 
girls in immoral occupations licensed by 
the Government. | | 

(3) The dormitory system for housing 
women factory employes. 

“No satisfactory statistics are available on 
the number of women employed in Japan, but 
the president of the Japanese General Federa- 
tion of Labor estimates the number roughly as 
12,820,000, of whom approximately 100,000 are 
working in mines. 

“About 60,000 women work along with men 
in the pits of the coal mines, where the tem- 
perature remains at gbout 90 degrees. The 
coal is dug by the men and carried by the 
women in two shallow baskets suspended from 
a cross piece, each noe weighing about 25 
pounds loaded. 

“Tn the textile industries practically three- 
fourths of the ae are women.” 


St. Paul Married 
WENTY-ONE members of the Business 


and Professional Women’s Association . 


submitted recently to the City Council of St. 


Paul a petition “strongly protesting” against — 


any ordinance which legislates against any 
class of women in civil service. The ordinance 
they are opposing is one fathered by J. B. 


Probst, chief civil service examiner, which | 


would prohibit married women without de- 
pendents from taking civil ‘service examina- 
tions or holding city jobs. 

The protest was referred to Commissioner 
J. M. Clancy, chairman of the committee which 
is studying the proposed ordinance. 

Mrs. George H. Cool, former president of the 
St. Paul Business and Professional Women’s 
Association, has vigorously protested the 
ordinance because she said she thinks it dis- 
criminating against women and gives no heed 
to capable and competent women employes. 


Italian Women Win Vote 
OMEN in Italy will vote in the local 
elections in the coming year for the first 


time. 

~ The bill giving them this privilege, which 
Premier Mussolini submitted to the chamber 
several months ago as the first step toward 
complete suffrage, was unanimously approved 
by the chamber of deputies special committee 
on December 8. 


NOTES THE WEEK 


Indian Women at the Polls 
RS. M. E, COUSINS, honorary secre- 


tary of the Indian Woman’s Associa- 
tion of Adyar, Madras, South India, sends the 


following account of the first exercise of the 


franchise by women in India: 


“The first week of November*lias been: 
an historic one in the annals: of Kastern 
womanhood. For the first time in history 
Indian women have exercised democratic 
rights, or, as they would prefer it de- 
scribed, have performed patriotic duties at 
the voting booths. 


“The second election for the legislative 


” -councils and the legislative assembly since 


the Reform Bill is now taking place in the 
various provinces in India. The two prov- 
inces which have been the first,to enfran- 
chise their women have also been the first 
to hold their elections. 


“Madras Presidency was the first to con- | 


fer the suffrage on its womanhood, and it 7" 


has fallen to its lot to be the first of the 
provinces in which women have recorded 
their parliamentary vote. Bombay Presi- 
dency was the second to enfranchise wom- 
en, and is also the second to hold an elec- 
tion. The United Provinces have not yet 
polled. These are the three areas in which 
the sex qualification for the suffrage has 

_ been removed. These three territories rep: 
resent a population of over one “hundred 
million souls.” 


“Indian legislators have given the ‘vote 
to women on exactly the same terms as;to. 


men. By the terms of the Reform Bilhit- ~~ 


was not in their power to make women 


eligible for election or they would have . 


done this also. In the meantime, as. far 
as voting goes, Indian women are in a bet-. 
ter position than British women -and 
ahead of South African: women. — 


“A remarkable and gratifying ‘fact 3 is 
the large number of women who came to 
the polls. In some divisions. of Madras 
city 75 per cent. of the qualified women 
recorded their votes. 


“The Indian :Woman’s Association held 
meetings previous to the Madras election, - Single Sex Standard to Be Recogiieed i in 


¥igited the women in their -homes,-encour- ..- 


aged them to vote and actéd: as* unofficial 
helpers to the women voters at the polling 
_gtations. The association sent to all the 
presidential candidates an appeal asking 
their support for bills to give maternity 
benefits, compulsory primary education 
for girls, larger money grants for educa- 
tion and health purposes, reduction of the 
salt tax, prohibition of intoxicants and 
the attainment of home rule.” 


Presbyterian Women For Equality 
MOVEMENT which would give women 


equal representation with men on the leg- 
_islative agencies of the Presbyterian church of 


the United States, was revealed recently at the 


‘National Presbyterian . conferences in Cleve-. 


land. Mrs. Mary Louise Blinn, president of 
the Women’s Missionary Society of Cincin- 
nati, announced that a petition requesting such 
representation had been forwarded by her so- 
ciety to the General Assembly and probably 


will be acted upon in May. 


eminence. 


‘on Décember 11. 
also is included in two bills on the agenda of 


French Women May Be Auctioneers 


HE Paris letter to the Christian Science 

Monitor of December 12 comments upon a 
new careér opened to women in France as 
follows: 


“Among the careers which are now open 
» to ‘women in France is that of auctioneer. 


This’ has been decided recently by the 


French senate, which voted unanimously a 
slight change in the laws. The amend- 
ment is to the effect that auctioneers shall 
be nominated from a list of candidates 
drawn up ‘without distinction of sex.’ In 
France the calling of auctioneer is fairly 
lucrative and there is always a long list 
of candidates. For a long. titie women 
have been practicing at the French bar, 
_ but whether it is because of prejudice, or 
_- because few of them have shown the spe- 
cial qualities required for success in this 
profession, none of them have risen to real 
It is thought, however, that 
their persuasive: speech will carry them 
far in the.auction room, and it may well 
be that before many years are oyer women 
- will be directing the great art sales which 


, are so frequently held in Paris.” 


Novel Franchise Scheme for 


N France woman suffrage. is ‘again to the 
fore. Undaunted by the defeat in the Senate 


of the, suffrage bill, which passed the lower 
‘ house by a vote of 344 to 97 in. May, 1919, 


Justin Godard, former minister of ‘the Clemen- 
ceau cabinet, introduced a ‘similar measure 
Limited suffrage 


the chamber, although the main oye of these 


is to increase the birth rate. 


One of the two measures provides that 
fathers of families shall have as many votes as 


there are childrén under age and‘'that in the 


event of the father’s death, the pether shall 
cast the ballots. | 


BILL for the erotiélion ‘at children, in- 
troduced by the Ministry of Justice and 
Worship, is under consideration by the Bul- 


garian Parliament. 


_ This bill provides that guilty of cer- 
tain social or economic offenses, such as theft, 


resulting in conviction, are subject to depriva- 


tion of all rights of parenthood on the judg- 
ment of a court. 
It is interesting to note that a feature of the 


proposed legislation is that the offenses which 
bring in their wake deprivation of the rights 


of parenthood and all authority over the chil- 
dren are the same for men as for women. No 
distinction is made between the sexes in the 
standards of good conduct. 

‘The recognition of the single standard is a 
new principle in Balkan life, which has been 


‘dominated for centuries by the principle of the 


Turkish religious and political conviction that 
man possesses privileges denied to women. 


Equal Rights 
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THE AMENDMENT IS INTRODUCED 


By Hortense Russe. 


HE forward movement of women reached a high mark in its 

ascendency last week when the Equal Rights amendment was in- 
troduced in both Houses of the Congress of the United States. On 
Monday, the tenth of December, 1923, seventy-five years and five 
months after the first Equal Rights meeting in the United States, 
Senator Charles E. Curtis of Kansas stood upon the floor of the United 
States Senate and announced that he wished to introduce a resolution 
to amend the National Constitution. 


Senator Charles E. Curtis of Kansas receives the Equal Rights Amen@- 
ment from Maud Younger, Congressional’ Chairman of the National 
Woman’s Party. 


He then advanced a few steps up the carpeted aisle toward the chair 
of the President of the Senate, Senator’ Cummins, and in a clear and 
resonant voice read the significant words that are the heralds of 
woman’s complete emancipation. 


“Men and women shall have equal rights throughout the 
United States and every place subject to its jurtsdiction.” ~ 


The momentous hour had struck. A hush fell upon the great.assem- 


bly as a page carried the amendment forward. In the visitors’ gal- 
leries, which were filled with women, there was a solemn silence. 


The spirits of those three brave women whom the world recognizes 
as pioneers in the Equal Rights movement—Lucretia Mott, Elizabeth 
Cady Stanton and Susan B. Anthony—seemed to hover over the 
gathering. 

Eagerness was expressed on the face of every woman sitting in the 
visitors’ galleries. To those who were wearing the purple, white and 
gold regalia of the National Woman’s Party this was a time of religious 
consecration to their'task of carrying on the work for Equal Rights 
until it becomes: not a mere phrase for the pretty use of orators or a 
figure of speech to depict a phase of the feminist movement, but an 


actuality. 


N Thursday, December 13, Congressman Daniel Anthony of Kan- 
sas, another tried and loyal friend of woman suffrage, presented 


_ the amendment in the House. Mr. Anthony was met outside the main 
entrance to the Capitol by a committee of the Woman’s Party. After 


exchanging greetings the committee took their seats in the visitors’ 
gallery of the House, and Mr. Anthony proceeded to the floor of the 
House. Again, with the introduction of the Equal Rights amendment 
in the House, there took place an epoch-making event in the history of 


the country. 


In the year 1920, one hundred and thirty-one years after the ratifi- 


cation of the Constitution, the women of the United States were recog- 


nized as half of the people by the passage of the Nineteen th Amend- 
ment, giving them the ballot. But they have found that in order to 
establish “the blessings of liberty” for themselves and their female 
posterity they are obliged to make a definite demand for Equal Rights 
in other respects. 


The realization of seventy-five years of work behind them—the 
work that was begun at the first Equal Rights meeting in Seneca Falls 
in 1848—and of the campaign ahead of them, made the occasion of the 
introduction of the Equal Rights amendment one of gravest signifi- 
cance and importance. These women in the galleries who witnessed 
the amendment’s introduction were, for the most part, old campaigners 
in the suffrage crusade, dedicating themselves anew to the cause of 
woman’s liberty. The suffrage campaign had meant to them unceasing 
toil, privation and imprisonment. In it they had touched the pit of 
martyrdom, and glimpsed the heights of attainment. And here they 
were again—invincible crusaders, pledged to carry the banner of 
Equal Rights to victory. 

Eyes swimming with tears; hearts beating with courage; minds 
filled with determination—here they were witnessing the presentation 
of their demand that the women of the United States be given the 
same rights and recognition as the men of the United States. 

And so triumphantly ends the seventy-fifth anniversary of the first 
Equal Rights meeting ever held in the world. 

All this time the spirit of Lucretia Mott, Elizabeth Cady Stanton 
and Susan B. Anthony has been kept alive in the memories and achieve- 
ments of the women of the United States, and the battle for liberty 
that they started seventy-five years ago will go on until women are 
completely free. 


‘TRIBUTE TO PIONEER LEADERS 


RS. LUCY BRANHAM, of Washington, D. C., one of the 

Founders of the Woman’s Party, has undertaken the chairman- 

ship of a committee to keep a wreath continuously before the-statue of 

Lucretia Mott, Susan B. Anthony and Elizabeth Cady Stanton in the 

The committee was formed at the close of the recent ceremony held 

in the Capitol by the Woman’s Rights Party, in memory of the seventy- 


fifth anniversary of the birth of the movement for Equal Rights. 

Mrs. Branham has been a valued worker in the ranks of the 
Woman’s Party for many years. During the suffrage struggle she 
went to jail alongside the other women who dared face public disap- 


proval. She is the mother of Lucy Branham, who is also a Founder 


of the Party and the chairman of the Inez Milholland Memorial 
Committee. 
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THE WOMAN’S PARTY AND THE MINIMUM WAGE 
FOR WOMEN 


HE suggestion by President Coolidge in his message to Congress 

that the United States Constitution be amended so as to permit 
minimum wage legislation for women, in territory exclusively under 
the Federal jurisdiction, brings up the question of special minimum 
wage laws applying to women but not to men. — 

To the suggestion made by President Coolidge the Woman’s Party 
is opposed. While the Woman’s Party takes no stand upon minimum 
wage legislation as such, it stands for the principle that wage legisla- 
tion, if enacted, should be upon a non-sex basis. That is—the Woman’s 
Party is neither for nor against the minimum wage in itself, but it is 
against a sex basis for a minimum wage law. It contends that there 
is no more reason for a minimum wage law applying to women only 
than for a minimum wage law applying to the members of one particu- 
lar race or one particular creed. 

That this point of view is gradually coming to be accepted is evi- 
denced by the latest opinion of the United States Supreme Court on 
this subject. The Supreme Court, in discussing the minimum wage law 
for women in the District of Columbia, said, in 1923: 


“We cannot accept the doctrine that women of mature age, 
sui juris, require or may be subjected to restrictions upon 
their liberty of contract which could not lawfully be imposed 
in the case of men under similar circumstances. To do so 
would be to ignore all the implications to be drawn from the 
present-day trend of legislation, as well as that of common 
thought and usage, by which woman is accorded emancipation 
from the old doctrine that she must be given special protec- 
tion or be subjected to special restraint in her contractual and 


civil relationship.” | 
(Adkins v. The Children’s Hospital, 261, U. 8. 525—1923). 


The courts are among the last places to express changes in popular 
opinion. When one finds the Supreme Court of the United States 
beginning to realize, as it stated in 1923, that woman should be 


“accorded emancipation from the old doctrine that she must be given 


special protection or be subjected to special restraint in her con- 
tractural and civil relationship,” one can feel that the world is at last 
beginning to realize that women are adult human beings and should 
be legislated for with other human beings, and not as a class apart who 
can only be permitted to enter the industrial field under special 


restrictions. | 


LAWS FOR “WOMEN AND CHILDREN” 


A®* the time approaches for the convening of the state legislatures, 
various bills are being suggested to better the labor conditions 
of women and children. The legislation proposed raises again the 
question of linking women with children in the regulation of industry. 

Many of the recent labor laws enacted have established an iden- 
tical standard of protection for women in industry and for children 
in industry. The Connecticut law, for instance, is typical of this kind 
of legislation. This law reads: 


“No public restaurant, cafe, dining-room, barber shop, hair- 
dressing or manicuring establishment or photograph gallery 
shall employ any minor under 16 years of age or any women, 
between the hours of ten o’clock in the evening or six o’clock 
in the morning. * * *” | 


The Woman’s Party’s position on this subject is that protective 
legislation for women should be entirely distinct from. protective leg- 
islation for children. 

Identical legislation for women and children is unfair to both 
groups. It subjects women to restrictions that make it difficult to 
get well paid jobs and it prevents youth from getting the protection 
it needs. x 

The Woman’s Party says: Give to adult women the same freedom 
in earning their living that is given to adult men. Give the children 
the full protection they need. 

Having given boys and girls an equal chance to grow to maturity, 
let us give them equal freedom to use that maturity as they will. So 
the human race will reach its maximum growth. 


THE OPPOSITION 


O* another page of this issue there appears a protest from eight 
women’s organizations against the Equal Rights amendment. 
In this protest the statement is made that the Woman’s: Party-is the 
only national organization which supports the amendment. The 
Woman’s Party makes answer that, even if this be so, this is no argu- 
ment against the righteousness of the amendment! 

On every hand evidence can be found that principles now generally 
accepted have in the beginning been supported by only a few, more 
daring in spirit and more far-sighted in vision than the majority. 

This has been true at every step in the development of the Woman 
Movement. It was a tiny handful of women who, in 1848, sent forth 
the Declaration of Sentiments from the Seneca Falls Conference, while 
many jeered at their demands. It was only a little group of women 
who carried on the early work for suffrage, while many opposed their 
endeavors. 

In the work for women in which we ourselves have had a part, we 
well remember that in 1914 the Woman’s Party was the only organiza- 
tion which unflinchingly demanded an amendment to the United States 
Constitution enfranchising women, while the majority of suffragists, 
either because they believed in States’ rights or considered a Federal 
amendment impossible, gave no support to the work for the Susan B. 
Anthony suffrage amendment. 

Through the following two years, marked by the agitation for the 
Shafroth-Palmer amendment providing for the initiative and refer- 
endum on the suffrage question, the Woman’s Party stood practically 
alone for the immediate passage of the Susan B. Anthony amendment. 

It was no argument against Woman’s Right that only a handful of 
women supported the movement in the beginning. It was no argu- 
ment against the national suffrage amendment that a minority of suf- 
fragists fought for it. So it is today no argument against the Equal 
Rights amendment to say that the Woman’s Party is the only national 
organization which supports it. 

It may be that the Woman’s Party now stands alone for the Equal 
Rights amendment—but time is on our side, and as the principle of 
Equal Rights in the suffrage field has at last prevailed, just as surely 
will the principle of Equal Rights for men and women be established 


in every field. 


Equal Rights 
. ' Published every Saturday at 19 West Chase Street 
Baltimore, Md. 

{ EDITH HOUGHTON HOOKER, Editor 

3 Dora G. Ogle, Business Manager 
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WOMEN INTERVIEW NATIONAL REPUBLICAN COMMITTEE 


HE Woman’s Party Lobby Committee descended upon the Repub- 
lican National Committee at its meeting, December 11th, in the 
Willard Hotel, in Washington, and presented an appeal for support 
of the Equal Rights amendment by the members of the Committee. 
Among the supporters gained by the lobbyists among the Repub- 
lican ranks were T. Coleman du Pont, National Committeeman from 
Delaware; Congressman J. Will Taylor, National Committeman from 
Tennessee; D. W. 
Mulvane, National 


one hundred per cent. I cannot see any argument against it. Count 
on my support.’ 

“Mrs. Devoe said, ‘I sincerely hope that the Republican Party will 
put its power behind the immediate passage of the Equal Rights 
amendment. I know the question of equality for women in the indus- 
trial field is controversial, but to me it is clear that there should be 
industrial equality and laws in industry should be enacted for human 

beings and not on a 
sex basis.’ ” 


Committeeman from 
Kansas; M. H. Daily, 
State Chairman and 
National Committee- 
man from Missis- 
sippi; Virgil L. High- 
land, National Com- 
mitteeman from West 
Virginia; Edward B. 
Thayer, sergeant-at- 


arms of the National 
Committee, from In- § 
Otero-Warren, asso- fae 


ciate member, New 
Mexico, and Mrs. 
Emma 8. Devoe, com- 


the State of Wasb- 

many strong and fa- 


dor the Equal Rights 


in equality for men 


I want no spe- 
lt cial laws, but a fair 

field and no favor.’ ”’ 

Two of the asso. 


so ciate members of the 
National Republican 


Committee, Mrs. J. 
tordon Battelle of 
Columbus, Ohio, and 
> Mrs. W. K. du Pont 
of Wilmington, Del., 
are members of the 
Woman’s Party. 

Among the women 
| who interviewed the 


members of the Re- 
publican Committee 


amendment,” said Harvey Wiley, Vir- 
was in charge of the Louise Biggar, Mrs. 


altogether the results 
of interviewing the 
Republican Commit- 
tee were most satisfactory. “Senator du Pont, for instance, came out 
with a statement that he had always been for Equal Rights, and was 
in favor of the amendment. 

“Mr. Mulvane, who is from Senator Curtis’ own State, said: ‘I 
endorse the amendment because I feel that it is complete and to the 
point. I am confident that the Kansas delegation will be in sympathy 
with the measure.’ 

“Mr. Daily announced: ‘I am for your Equal Rights amendment 


Woman's Party members securing the pledges of Republican National Committeemen for the Equal Rights sell, Mrs. Rowena 
Amendment. 


Dashwood Graves, 
Colorado; Miss Olive 
Poulson, Ohio; Miss Heath Jones, Delaware; Mrs. Harry Kluegel, 
Mrs. H. R. Casey, California; Miss Anita Pollitzer, South Carolina; 
Miss Wilma Henderson, Massachusetts; Mrs. Peter Drury, New York; 
Miss Elsie Hill, Connecticut. : 

The women wore the purple, white and gold regalia of the Nationa) 
Woman’s Party as they swarmed the offices, lobby, corridors and Pea- 
cock Alley of the great hotel in their lobbying campaign for the pro- 
posed amendment to the Constitution. 


MRS. HUCK JOINS GROUP IN WASHINGTON 


MONG the women who have this week joined the lobby forces of 
the Woman’s Party in Washington to work for the Lucretia 
Mott amendment is ex-Congresswoman Winifred Mason Huck, 
National Political Chairman of the Woman’s Party. Mrs. Huck said 
upon her arrival at the National Headquarters that if the Equal 
Rights Amendment to the Constitution is not passed during this ses- 
sion of Congress, the Political Council will begin a campaign to see 
that enough women are elected to Congress to pass the measure. 

Mrs. Huck’s statement in full is as follows: 

“We are bending all of our energies to secure the passage of the 
Equal Rights amendment to the national constitution. We hope it will 
pass before the next election. But if it does not we shall endeavor to 
elect a large number of women to the next Congress so that we shall 


have sufficient strength to pass the measure without further delay.” 

Mrs. Huck visited her friends and former colleagues in Congress to 
tell them of her interest in the Equal Rights amendment. 

When she returns to Illinois she will enter the arena for the Con- 
gressional nomination from her district. As chairman of the Political 
Council of the Woman’s Party, she will keep in touch with other 
women who are seeking seats in Congress from the different states in 
order that the Council may aid them in their candidacies. 

Mrs. Huck’s father, Congressman William E. Mason, whose unex- 
pired term she was chosen to fill, was one of the first men to vote for 


woman suffrage. He voted for it in Illinois before his daughter Wini- 


fred was born, and he voted for the Susan B. Anthony amendment to 
the Constitution. 
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LUCRETIA MOTT AMENDMENT 


MEN AND WoMEN SHALL HAVE EQuAL RIGHTS 


THROUGHOUT THE UNITED STATES 
AND EVERY PLACE SUBJECT TO ITS JURISDICTION 


AGAINST THE AMENDMENT 


A letter has been sent to every member of Congress signed by representatives of seven women’s organizations, 
asking the members of Congress to oppose the Equal Rights amendment. We print the letter here in order that our 
readers may be informed of the arguments against the amendment. The statement opposing the amendment is as 


follows: 


Women’s Committee For Industrial Legislation 
Headquarters : Room 405, 1423 New York Ave. 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Senator: 


By the time Congress convenes you will probably have 
been asked to support a Federal Constitutional amendment 
alleged to be for “equal rights” of men and women. On behalf 
of the undersigned organizations, we wish to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that this blanket amendment, because it is 
vague and general, will tend to defeat the purpose of real 
equality, and may inflict great hardships and inequalities 
instead. It is not supported, so far as we know, by any na- 
tional organization except the one that has proposed it, 
namely, the National Woman’s Party, of which Mrs. O. H. P. 
Belmont is president. The amendment reads: “Men and 
women shall have equal rights throughout the United States 
and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 

The seven organizations represented below are opposed 
to this measure because we are advised by many of the ablest 
constitutional lawyers in the United States that 

(1) Existing inequalities of law affecting men and 

women as such are so complicated in character that 
only specific legislation can reach them effectively. 
Therefore, blanket legislation would be futile. 


(2) The amendment the National Woman’s Party pro- 
poses would endanger existing statutes, providing 
a 48-hour week, 8 or 9 br 10-hour day, and other in- 
dustrial standards goterning the employment of 
women, mothers’ pension laws, penalties for rape, 
and various other laws applicable or necessary to 
one sex but not to the other. 


We advocate, and our organizations have been instru- 
mental in securing in many states, the enactment of separate 
laws for the removal of social and economic injustices to 
women—laws specific in character to remedy specific evils. 
We believe that blanket legislation attempting to cover all 
such questions may aggravate existing inequalities or sub- 
stitute new ones. 

Trusting. that you will agree with us in opposing the 
blanket constitutional amendment proposed by the National 
Woman’s Party, we are, 


Sincerely, 


MINA Kerr, ELizaABETH EASTMAN, 
American Assn. of University Women. Industrial Dept. Natl. Bd. Y. W. C. A. 


FLORENCE KELLEY, 
National Consumers’ League. 


Maup Woop Park, 
National League of Women Voters. 


M. 
National Women’s Trade Union League. 


Mrs. ALEXANDER WOLF, 
Council of Jewish Women. 


Mrs. REGINALD STEVENSON, 
Girls’ Friendly Societies. 


A separate letter embodying the same objections to the amendment has been sent to every member of Co: gress 
by the National Council of Catholic Women. The letter is as follows: 


Dear Senator: 


During the past year there has been an active propaganda 
in the interest of the so-called “equal rights” constitutional 
amendment. Undoubtedly, you will be petitioned to support 
this amendment during the coming session of Congress. 
| The National Council of Catholic Women, which repre- 
sents the Catholic Women of the United States, has per- 
sistently opposed this amendment. We believe that instead of 
establishing legal equality it will produce great wrongs and 
suffering and create in vital matters still greater legal in- 
equalities than exist today. Only one national organization, 
and that a small one—the National Woman’s Party—favors 
the proposed amendment, while numerous national organiza- 
tions of women are actively opposed to it. 

The proposed amendment reads as follows: “Men and 
women shall have equal rights throughout the United States 
and every place subject to its jurisdiction.” 

We are advised on the authority of constitutional lawyers 
of high repute that a blanket amendment and blanket legisla- 
tion on equal rights would be futile as a means of removing 


the specific inequalities still existing in the law. The reason 
is that these legal inequalities are so complex that only legis- 
lation which deals with specific matters can meet the situa- 
tion. Moreover, the proposed “equal rights” amendment 
would throw into danger the penalties for rape, the mothers’ 
pension laws, the laws providing a 48-hour week ‘or an eight, 
nine or ten-hour day, and other standards for women in indus- . 
try. It would endanger countless other laws which apply 
necessarily to one sex and not to the other. We wish to retain 
these gains which women have secured and add to them, and 
we do not want them to be jeopardized by a blanket amend- 
ment on equal rights. 


We trust that you will oppose the blanket amendment 
proposed by the National Woman’s Party. 


Very sincerely yours, 


GERTRUDE Hitt Gavin, 
President of the National Council of Catholic Women. 


Acnes G. REGan, 
Executive Secretary. 


Equai Rights 
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December 22, 1923 


FOR THE AMENDMENT 


The position of the Woman’s Party with regard to the objections raised in the letter quoted is as follows: 


(1) With regard to the objection that the Equal Rights 
- amendment “is vague and general” : 

The proposed amendment is not “‘vague”’ but states a prin- 

ciple in language which everyone can understand. It is 

“general” because the national constitution deals with the 

general principles upon which our government rests and not 


(2) -With regard to the objection that the Equal Rights 
amendment “will tend to defeat the purpose of real equality, 
and may inflict hardships and inequalities instead” : 

Since it is not stated how the Amendment will bring about 
these alleged results, we cannot discuss this objection. 


(3) With regard to the objection that the amendment “is not 
supported, * * *, by any national organization except 
the one that has proposed it: namely, The National Woman’s 
Party”: 

This is not an argument against the righteousness of the 
Amendment. When Susan B. Anthony introduced the na- 
tional suffrage amendment in 1878 few women supported it. 


(4) With regard to the objection that “eristing inequalities 
in the law affecting men and women as such are so complicated 
in character that only specific legislation can reach them 
effectively” : | 

The national Amendment would override all existing laws 
discriminating against women, no matter how complicated in 
character, and would prevent discriminatory laws from being 
enacted by any state in the future, because the national con- 
stitution is the supreme law of the land and all national and 
state legislation must conform to it. 


(5) With regard to the objection that the Equal Rights 
amendment “would endanger existing statutes providing a 
48-hour week, eight or nine or ten-hour day and other indus- 
trial standards governing the employment of women”: 


The Equal Rights Amendment would not affect existing labor 


legislation, except to establish the principle that industrial 
legislation should apply to all workers, both men and women, 
in any given occupation, and not to women workers alone. 
Examples of states where labor legislation already applies to 
both sexes are Oregon, where there is a 10-hour law for both 
men and women employes in mills, factories and manufactur- 
ing establishments, and Florida, which requires seats for both 
men and women employes in stores 


(Oregon Laws 1913, ch. 102. Bunting v. Oregon, 243 U. 8. 426. 
Florida Revised General Statutes, Sec. 5068.) 


(6) With regard to the objection that the amendment would 
endanger “mothers’ pension laws’: 


The Amendment would not endanger mothers’ pension laws, 
but would simply establish the principle that these laws, 
which are intended for the benefit of the child, should apply 
to either parent, as is today the case in Colorado which grants 
the pension to any parent, whether father or mother, wig is 
unable from poverty to support the child. 

(Acts 1913, p. 694, Acts, 1919, p. 531-532.) 


\ 


(7) With regard to the objection that the amendment would 
endanger “penalties for rape’: 


The Equal Rights Amendment would not endanger penalties 
for rape, but would merely establish the principle that such 
penalties should apply to the person committing the offense 
regardless of whether the person is 2 man or a woman. Colo- 
rado is an example of a state which already provides a pen- 
alty for both men and women who commit rape. 

(Colorado Compiled Lats of 1921, Sec. 6689, Sub-div. 10.) 


(8) With regard to the objection that the amendment “toould 
endanger various other laws applicable or necessary to one ser 
but not to the other”: 


Since the laws referred to are not specified we are unable to 


ACCOUNTANCY, A NEW PROFESSION FOR WOMEN 


By Nerrix A. Trait, C. P. A. 


HE integrity, accuracy, executive ability and keen insight neces- 

sary to success in accountancy as a profession should give it an 
especial appeal to women, and yet of the 7,043 Certified Public Ac- 
countants in the United States at present, but 18 are women. Two of 
these are known to be engaged in lucrative private practice in Chicago, 
one in New York and one in Washington, D. C. The others are enjoy- 
ing high salaried positions with well-known firms, or low salaried high 
positions with the Government. 


This is not a profession that has been opened to women, but one that 
has never been closed to them. The Illinois State Society of Certified 
Public Accountants recently changed an inadvertence in its constitu- 
tion in order to admit to membership an honored member of the pro- 
fession who is a woman. Women are welcomed most courteously and 
sincerely into all the organizations. And slowly but surely, the women 
are coming in, over the hurdle of the gruelling drudgery of the required 
experience, for in 1919 there were but six women C. P. A.’s in the whole 
country, against the eighteen of record today. 


- 
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NEWS FROM THE FIELD 


Illinois Branch Active. 


IVE hundred Chicago women gathered at the home of Mrs. 

Harold McCormick on November 30th to hear about the work 

of the Woman’s Party for Equal Rights. The following account of the 
meeting is given by the Chicago Herald-Examiner of December Ist: 


“Ganna Walska McCormick gracefully bowed her way into politics 
yesterday as hostess to five hundred women presidents and legislative 
chairmen of women’s clubs at a meeting in her home, 675 Rush street. 


“The meeting was held under the auspices of the National Woman’s 
Party, of which Mme. McCormick is a Life Member, which is backing 
the Lucretia Mott Equal Rights amendment. 


“The tea, which was to have followed, was dispensed with in order 
that the throng of women which could not be accommodated in the ball- 
room might be taken care of in the drawing rgom. 


“As the guests filed down the imposing staircase they were met 
by Mme. McCormick, who greeted each one graciously and impartially. 


“Her beauty and charm left most of them speechless. Not one 
missed a detail of the picture she made as she stood at the foot of 
the stairs in her Russian-fashioned gown. 

“The women were obviously interested in the cause they sponsored, 
and especially concerned with the remarks of Miss Rebecca Hourwich, 
national organizer of the Woman’s Party. 

“*The majority of women want equal rights,’ she said. ‘It is now 
up to women to demand the passage of this amendment. President 
Coolidge has said that if the women wish this amendment, it will pass.’ 

“Miss Genevieve Melody, National Chairman of the Teachers’ Coun- 
cil of the Woman’s Party, asserted that American schools and col- 
leges, supported by public money, are the ‘nurseries of sex discrimi- 
nations.’ 

“Dr. Frances Dickinson, State Chairman of the Woman’s Party and 
a cousin of Susan B. Anthony, greeted the meeting, declaring that 
‘Man working under laws of his own making has done his worst, but 
this worst becomes the outlet for woman’s slumbering best.’ 

“Dr. Dickinson turned the meeting over to Mrs. Edwin L. Lobdell, 
board member and a Founder of the Woman’s Party, who introduced 


the speakers.” 


The Illinois Branch with Dr. Frances Dickinson as chairman and 
Rebecca Hourwich, as State organizer, is making the Equal Rights 
amendment a live issue in Chicago and other parts of the State. Re- 
becca Hourwich writes to National Headquarters that she cannot 
speak too highly of the devotion and unsparing efforts of Dr. Dickinson 
and all of her committee. State headquarters have been established 
in the Auditorium Hotel with Elizabeth Huff Johnson as Headquarters 
Secretary. 

The following account is given by Rebecca Hourwich of the 
meetings which have been held and will be held every day in Chicago 
and the surrounding suburbs: 


“Friday, November 23, Vera Adelstadt, a graduate of the University 
of Chicago, arranged a tea for me at her home, at which I met the girls 
who ushered at our meetings and also Avice Martin, who not only 
ushered but has had a meeting at her home for us. 

“Saturday, November 24, Miss Katherine Parker, a member of the 
Teachers’ Council, had a meeting at her home for a number of teachers, 


at which Bertha Moller, our former Minnesota Chairman, and Kath- 
arine Fisher, spoke. 

“Monday, November 26, at 3 o’clock, I spoke for fifteen minutes at 
the Nineteenth Century Club of Oak Park, having a luncheon confer- 
ence with Mrs. Rosenfels, before hand, at which she promised that she 
would help on the maintenance fund after January 1st and she became 
a Founder. Mrs. Francis Nielson has also become a Founder. 

“Mrs. Helen Biddle, who was one of our members in Buffalo, and 
who is now living in Chicago, has consented to act on her Congressional 
district committee and I know will prove very valuable. 

“Elizabeth Marye, who teaches in the High School at Cicero, but 
who lives on the South Side near Chicago University, has also prom- 
ised to serve on the South Side Congressional Committee. 

“Monday, December 3, at 3.30 o’clock, a meeting and tea were held 
at Mrs. Z. E. Martin’s and Miss Avice Martin’s, 6700 South Shore 
Drive. They arranged the meeting entirely themselves and about one 
hundred were there. 

“Tuesday, December 4, at 8.15, I spoke at a special meeting of the 
Cicero Woman’s Club arranged for me by Miss Marye. 

“Wednesday, December 5, the Chicago Woman’s Aid arranged a 
special luncheon for me, which they announced in their monthly bulle- 
tin and in all the club programs. 

Friday, December 7, Mrs. Charles ‘E. Fisher, 202 South Sixth 
nue, Maywood, had a meeting at her tome, which she herself arranged 
Mrs. Fisher is president of the Maywood Woman’s Club. 

“Monday, December 10, Mrs. A. G. Clayton, of Chicago Heichts. 
arranged a meeting for us at her home. Bertha Moller spoke with me 
there. 

“Tuesday, December 11, at 2.30, Mrs. Dunning Payne Jones, one of 
the Congressional district chairmen, had a meeting for us of about 
seventy-five women, at 129 South Grove Avenue, Oak Park. 

“Wednesday, December 12, I spoke at the old University of 
Chicago gymnasium to mothers who have established a co-operative 
nursery there for faculty children and children of graduate students. 
The mothers of the children are interested in going on with their work, 
and have a very good feminist point of view.” 


Mrs. Kent Addresses California Women. 


T the second annual convention of the California Civic League 
of Women Voters, held in San Francisco on October 30th, Mrs. 
William Kent, California chairman of the National Woman’s Party, 
spoke on the Woman’s Party program with regard to industrial 


equality. 


Special Meetings Held for Detroit Business Women. 


RS. LeROY PELLETEIR, Chairman of the Michigan Branch of 
the Woman’s Party, writes: 


“We have just had a very interesting executive meeting and decided 
to hold evening meetings in Detroit. These meetings will be in the 
nature of special meetings for the business and professional women of 
the city. 

“We are also going to organize branches of the Party in the State, 
and our first meeting will be in Lansing in the near future, and will be 
followed by a meeting in Grand Rapids.” 


SPECIAL CHRISTMAS OFFER 


THREE SUBSCRIPTIONS FOR THE PRICE OF TW)! 
What better Christmas present could you give than a year’s subscription to EQUAL RIGHTS? 


SEND $400 


and the names and addresses of three of your friends and we will mail them a Christmas card announcing your gift. 


Variety in Footwear oy complete 


every woman can be sure to find here just the shoes she wants at the price she wants. 


WYMAN 80M oF xs 19 Lexington St., Baltimore, Md. 


Kansas Woman’s Journal 


Topeka, Kansas. 
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